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PROJECT  10073  RECORD  CARO 


2.  LOCATION 

LaCroocCf  Vlsconnln 


4.  TYPE  OP  OBSERVATION 
0(Ground*Vi  stiol 
O Vi  suoI 

X “source 

airline  pilot 


t.  NUMBER  OP  OBJECTS  i 9.  COURSE 


U Cfound-Rodor 
O Air«tnt«fc»pt  Rodof 


12.  C0NCUUS10NS 

U Wos  Bolioon 
D Probobiy  BoUoon 
D Potstbly  Balloon 

D Wos  Airerclt 
Q Probably  Atrcrofi 
O Possibly  Aircroft 

G Wos  Asfronomicot 
D Probobly  Astronomicol 
□ Possibly  Astronomical 
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Objccto  traveling  at  high 
speed  and  changing  posit!  cno  In 
V-formatlon. 
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FTD  (TDETR) 

Research  and  Aerial  Phenomena  Division 
Wright  Patterson  Air  Force  Base 
Ohio  45433 

Attn:  TDPT  (UFO) 

SubJ:  UFO  Investigation 
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To:  Lt.  Col.  Hector  Quintanilla,  Jr. 

Reference:  I.  Your  letter  22  Ymy  1968,  siibjcct,  UFO  jt  ..itions, 

1 have  the  following  coirtiiienls  on  all  th<  ■ you  have 

listed,  in  the  order  they  were  listed. 

I 

X.  7 January  1952,  Palmer,  Alaska. 

1 have  rated  this  case  E3  C7,  meaning  that  as  far  ns  strange*' 
ness  was  concerned,  the  stimulus  giving  rise  to  this  rop'^rt  could 
have  been  something  quite  ordinary  or  it  could  have  fallou  i.H«>  the 
category  of  "cigar-shaped  Ufos"  reported  from  many  counCrion  and 
which  have  no  ready  explanation.  In  this  instance,  there  is  not 
sufficient  information  to  go  on.  The  report  wc  have  slates, 

"Alaska  Air  Command  informed  and  will  take  further  invostigai ivo 
action,"  and,  "additional  data  will  be  forwarded  when  availaoLc". 

To  the  best  of  my  kno\^;ledge  the  further  data  were  never  ti‘An;:ii«i  tted . 
This  plus  the  fact  that  it  was  reported  by  one  woman  out  of  4 <c  5 
(not  45  as  the  original  report  stated)  and  the  fact  that  it  v'<.a 
observed  at  the  time  of  the  setting  sun,  leads  me  to  thi.^k  t.i^l 
the  sighting  might  have  had  a meteorlogical  origin.  Thu  -,  "pos.'-.ibly 
meteorological,  but  data  insufficient  for  firm  evaluatlo..”  i..  i..y 
recommendation  for  this  classification. 


2.  ^4  April  1952,  LaCrosse,  Wisconsin,.,. 

I originally  asked  to  review  this  case  in  the  hopes  that  un- 
known to  me  some  additional  follow\ip  had  been  made.  1 found  lli.it 
despite  the  fact  that  a captain  of  conimcrclal  airliner  and  oLi.crs 
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had  witnessed  this*  no  followup  whatever  was  mode.  It  :ii.  > bo/t 
of  thing  in  this  ease*  and  In  a great  moiiy  others*  that  It  ««i<!  to 
the  facetious*  but  somewhat  deadly  remark  by  someone  that  •''ojrct 
Blue  Book  might  be  called*  not  the  ’’Society  for  the  Invent  • 
of  Unexplained”,  (Ivan  Sanerson's  organisation)  but  ralht'.-,  ".‘Htcioty 
for  the  Explanation  of  the  Unlnvcstlgatcd” . Since  1947, 
of  lack  of  funds  and  adequate  personnel*  a formidable  nunu'et  oi* 
cases  were  not  adequately  followed  up.  1 had  often  polni.f'i  o tL* 
both  to  officials  In  Dayton  and  In  Washington*  that  a day  oi  I'ccKon- 
Ing  might  some  day  come  when  the  Air  Force  might  be  asked  tu  h«)oy; 
cause  why  proper  investigations  were  not  made.  In  this  ca>-c,  Tor 
instance*  no  attempt  apparently  was  made  even  to  find  out  > *'ll;e 
others”  were  who  had  made  this  sighting.  How  many?  W«'Co 
passengers?  Were  they  members  of  the  crew?  No  attempi  > 
made  to  find  out  the  duration  of  the  sighting.  In  view  ' • liils* 

It  is  patently  Impossible  to  form  any  sort  of  a valid  j 
to  what  the  stimulus  that  gave  rise  to  this  report  mighi. 

To  list  It  as  "insufficient  Inforraatlon”  is  Incorrect*  luit.  li  iMtUiild 
really  bo  listed  as  ’'Insufflciei^t  Information  because  of  luck  uf 
followup”.  A store  of  Information  may  have  been  avallaoic,  i this 
store  was  never  tapped*  Incidentally*  how  Is  the  case  prcscu  >.y 
carried*  unidentified*  or  Insufficient  information?  The  lattur 
would  certainly  be  more  appropriate. 

I 

3.  4 June  1952,  Stuttgart*  Germany. 

% 

1 have  rated  this  a 1^3  C6  meaning  puzzling  but  possibly  i-.{|>lnii'‘ 
able  case  of  credibility  6*  since  there  were  two  witnesses  tc'Utiically 
trained*  One  witness  was  a Lieutenant  Colonel  who  was  shortly  there* 
after  assigned  to  the  Directorate  of  Intelligence*  Headquarters  * 

United  States  Air  Force.  It  seems  unlikely  that  they  would  hove 
been  mislead  into  a mlsldentlf icatlon  of  an  F84*  and  reported  Instead 
a very  bright  light  that  crossed  In  front  of  their  aircraft*  iunde 
fairly  tight  turns*  and  then  have  turned  their  own  aircraft  to 
follow  it.  Of  course*  it  is  entirely  possible  that  it  was  .■  ,^i'osb 
misidentlflcatlon  on  the  part  of  these  two  experienced  plioi  tj  and 
therefore  the  evaluation  of  possible  aircraft  is  JusClfich.  it 
is  unjustified*  however*  in  the  statistics  for  the  year  tu  o.>ll  it 

an  unquestioned  aircraft.  To  be  fair*  one  might  also  have  ignated 

it  "possibly  unidentified”  and  at  the  end  of  the  year  have  li.sLocl 
it  as  "unidentified"*  I have  long  inveighed  against  the  imnccept* 
able  (and  this  is  to  any  good  statistician)  statistics  e?.>ploycd  by 
Blue  Book  over  the  years  in  transforming”p068lbles”  and  "prouablcs 
into  firm  actualities* 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 
STAFF  MESSAGE  DIVISION 


A'-r 


c 


INCOMING  CLEAR 


? tiO  I *•<  C J 

MESSAGE  '■'  '9  -:^ 


I :j1 


V-'^22'?3’Z 


’ 1 f 

« . . -1^  4 W 


P 


M 

r I 


I •. 


• ’ ',- 


r ? '• 

r ' • 

_ 

TLT 

rt?  r*-- ?• 
O V o • 

'•  ^r»  pT^ 

i • 2_>  . ^ ^ 

▼ . T«  P ' 11 
\«* 

. - ^ 1 

: j%  * ' « 

, r . 

% * i 

*7 

« < X 

n»  1 — • 


u c^.'^v•:T  ••“f/:  at  citimAi 


,‘.  >1  Ji^Vir.^L  LIul*T  ClCLCl.I^  LI  v i*  0:L..; J.  1-?  iO  2-. 


ii.ra^AjjD  ftj:  alt 


alj'r 


> 1 • 

' M.^  X* 


i !iu  V I i.  w. . oi.iL-  ^1*  V* -»v 


t«*r 

iM  % 


- 1 • • — 
^ • VI  •— . 


FaiCAvic::  v:r/.  -rnrAiTijOLL  .tptld  D>:LA??rr.TL  to  *.:?  SuAVIfg 


'•T:a:  kotictd  5ia:'.T:o 


^ T r r n '7»  • Tr'  ’ A TP  { T'  i ^ 

v*i\a*.  V/ :.#4  I A 1 V * * A.*  n 4W  #.  • * 


« 

‘i.  A •:ip\  jrpTu* 


s:iO‘X2  : ADVANCE  CO?Y  SEMT  TO  or.i 


C ;mcm  : 


C 1.4  4 


'OO 


0E7,  .V.LT:T,  liAT.*,  CTA,  JCS,  AJSA 


J 


i:i  : 16-5^7  (14  Apr  52) 


iniVlsb 


J5 


AFHQ  fOHR  fi-'^non 
13  A<'«  4a 


UNCLASSIFIED 


/ 


o 

VJ). 


ld^So4»t*-ft  U A.  m»Ti%a  ^ftc( 


( 


( 


EXTRACT  TOM  STATUS  REPORT  & 7 


DATEt  Vi  /^pr  5«- 

TLm  (Local):  Koh  Rc  oi’tod 

LOCATION:  J/iCro-i'c;, 

laiGIH  0?  TII-E  03SERVID:  Jo'j  lU^ovU'A 

% 

SOUND:  !;i.’:no>m 
SPEH):  Faat. 

ALTITUDE: 

HE  ADHD:  il'; 

SOURCE:  lllot 

ACTION  OR  COMIQITS : ;jo  ccn(0.\’93  a'n'. 

DESCRIPTION  OF  INCIDENT:  Oovoral  <;o2or':;l  objects  .In  ”7”  fon*  ‘.i’ on,  (L’ncl'.fj 


